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(1) Real Party in Interest 

A statement identifying by name the real party in interest is contained in the brief 

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

The examiner is not aware of any related appeals, interferences, or judicial 
proceedings which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the 
Board's decision in the pending appeal. 

(3) Status of Claims 

The statement of the status of claims contained in the brief is correct. 

(4) Status of Amendments After Final 

The appellant's statement of the status of amendments after final rejection 
contained in the brief is correct. 

(5) Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

The summary of claimed subject matter contained in the brief is correct. 

(6) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

The appellant's statement of the grounds of rejection to be reviewed on appeal is 
correct. 
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(7) Claims Appendix 

The copy of the appealed claims contained in the Appendix to the brief is correct. 

(8) Evidence Relied Upon 

6,737,962 Mayor 5-2004 

3,594,752 Alton 7-1969 

(9) Grounds of Rejection 

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims: 

Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mayor (US Patent 6,737,962) in view of Alton (US Patent 3,594,752). 

Regarding claim 1 , Mayor discloses the following claimed limitations: 
The claimed housing having first and second ends carried by said container, said 
first end being disposed within said container, and said second end being disposed 
outside said container is met by the housing containing the alarm module (col. 4, lines 
17-42); 

The claimed sensor carried within said first end of said housing for monitoring 
conditions within said container and signaling changes in said conditions is met by the 
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sensors such as the unauthorized connect sensor, door sensors, etc. (col. 4, lines 17- 
42); 

The claimed external status indicator carried within said second end of said 
housing for signaling current security status of the container is met by the strobe light 
(col. 4, lines 17-42); 

The claimed indicator having a first condition visually signaling a secured status 
within said container and a second condition visually signaling detection of a breach is 
met by the strobe light having on and off settings that display the current status of the 
alarm module to the operator (col. 3, lines 38-67); 

The claimed central processing unit carried within said housing in communication 
with said sensor and said status indicator said central processing unit receiving 
information monitored by said sensor; comparing said information against a set of 
established parameters and signaling said status indicator detection of a breach of said 
parameters is met by the alarm module connected to the sensors and operative to 
determine if an alarm state has occurred according to the signals received from the 
sensors (col. 3, lines 38.54); 

The claimed remote access device operatively associated with said sensor for 
deactivating and reactivating said sensor is met by the remote FOB that is used to 
receive information regarding the alarm module status and to arm/disarm the alarm 
module device (col. 13, lines 20-24); 

The claimed security system providing a first visual signal on the exterior of the 
container when the conditions within the container are within said parameters and a 
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secured visual signal when said parameters have been breached indicating tampering 
or unauthorized access into said container is met by the strobe light being off when the 
alarm module has not been activated and the strobe light being on when the alarm 
module has been activated (col. 3, lines 38-67). 

However, Mayor does not specifically disclose the claimed structure of the device 
being all contained in a singular housing, mounted through the side wall of a container 
with the indicator located on the outside of the container and the sensor located on the 
interior end of the housing inside the container. Alton discloses Condition Sensing And 
Alarm Unit And Circuit Therefor that teaches a trailer container sensing system that is 
mounted through the sidewall of the container with an indicator on the outside and a 
sensor located on the interior of the housing which is on the inside of the container as 
shown in figures 1 and 3 (abstract). Modifying the device of Mayor to consolidate all the 
components into a singular housing that is mounted through the sidewall of the 
container would reduce the costs of installation because only one part would need to be 
installed instead of multiple. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the device disclosed by Mayor 
according to the teachings of Alton to use the particular housing and mounting 
arrangements taught. 

Regarding claim 2 , Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed security system wherein said processing unit includes a computer readable 
medium for defining the type change within said container and the date and time of said 
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change is met by the event memory of the alarm module recording the events that occur 
in the alarm module (Mayor: col. 10, lines 29-38). 

Regarding claim 3 , Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed security system wherein said change may constitute a change in light 
conditions, temperature, motion, sound, radiation and any combination thereof is met by 
the door sensors sensing motion of the doors (Mayor: col. 3, lines 38-54 and col. 4, 
lines 17-42). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use any 
combination of sensors to accomplish the task of securing the trailer including light, 
temperature, motion, sound and radiation. 

Regarding claim 4 , Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed security system wherein said remote access device is operative to receive, 
display and print condition information generated by said processing unit is met by the 
alarm module transmitting information regarding the status of the alarm module to a 
remote monitoring station that may be a PDA or laptop computer that may print out the 
information regarding the events reported (Mayor: col. 8, lines 62-67, col. 9, lines 1-4 
and 58-67). 

Regarding claim 5 , Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed security system wherein said remote accessing device includes a global 
positioning system whereby said remote access device is operative to generate location 
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at the time of breach is met by the alarm module retrieving GPS data at the time the 
alarm system has been triggered and sending that information to the remote processing 
center (Mayor: col. 9, lines 5-13). Altering the device to make the remote device 
retrieve the GPS data instead of automatically retrieving the data upon the occurrence 
of an alarm state would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in order to 
be able to retrieve trailer location data at other times rather than only at alarm 
conditions. 

Regarding claim 6 . Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed security system wherein said external status indicator includes indicator lights is 
met by the strobe light (Mayor: col. 4, lines 17-42). 

Regarding claim 7 . Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed security system including a power source for operating said sensing unit is met 
by the battery providing power to the alarm system (Mayor: col. 3, lines 26-53). 

Regarding claim 8 . Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed security system wherein said housing is removably mounted in an end wall or 
door of said container is met by the housing being mounted as seen in figures 1 and 3 
of Alton. 
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Regarding claim 9 , Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed security system wherein said container is portable by land and sea transport is 
met by the trailer being transported by land carriers as seen in figure 3 of Mayor (i.e. 
tractor-trailers) and it is well known that tractor trailer containers can be transported by 
rail or sea using well known transportation techniques. 

Regarding claim 10 , Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed security system wherein said second end includes an infrared port for receiving 
and transmitting information is met by the system transmitting information over an 
infrared channel (Mayor: col. 4, lines 59-67, col. 5, lines 1-6, col. 10, lines 58-67 and col. 
11, lines 1-4). 

Regarding claim 11 , Mayor has the following claimed limitations: 
The claimed sensor dome including a sensor within said housing and positioned 
within said container for monitoring conditions within said container is met by the 
housing containing the sensors that are used to monitor conditions of the trailer (col. 3, 
lines 26-67 and col. 4, lines 17-42); 

The claimed external status indicator in communication with said sensor 
positioned within said housing on an exterior of said container side, said status indicator 
signaling a current security status within said container based on signal output of said 
sensor is met by the strobe light that is connected to the alarm module and is operative 
to be activated when a sensor is triggered (col. 3, lines 38-67 and col. 4, lines 17-42); 
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The claimed indicator having a first condition signaling a secured status and a 
second condition signaling a breached status is met by the strobe light being off when 
the container is secure and being activated when a sensor has been triggered (col. 3, 
lines 38-67); 

The claimed external status indicator providing a visual signal to an inspector on 
the exterior of the container indicating an unbreached and a breached container is met 
by the strobe light being off when the container is secure and being activated when a 
sensor has been triggered (col. 3, lines 38-67). 

However, Mayor does not specifically disclose the claimed structure of the device 
being all contained in a singular housing, mounted through the side wall of a container 
with the indicator located on the outside of the container and the sensor located on the 
interior end of the housing inside the container. Alton teaches a trailer container sensing 
system that is mounted through the sidewall of the container with an indicator on the 
outside and a sensor located on the interior of the housing which is on the inside of the 
container as shown in figures 1 and 3 (abstract). Modifying the device of Mayor to 
consolidate all the components into a singular housing that is mounted through the 
sidewall of the container would reduce the costs of installation because only one part 
would need to be installed instead of multiple. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the device disclosed 
by Mayor according to the teachings of Alton to use the particular housing and mounting 
arrangements taught. 
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Regarding claim 12 . Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed sensor device including a central processing unit associated with said sensor 
and status indicator, said processing unit being operative to monitor signals sent by said 
sensor, comparing said signals against a norm and sending signals to said status 
indicator indicating breach and no breach of said container interior is met by the alarm 
module being connected to the sensors and external indicators and controlling the 
operation of each (Mayor: col. 3, lines 38-67). 

Regarding claim 13 , Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed sensor device wherein said status indicator includes a port communicating with 
a wireless device, said port sending said breach and no breach signals to said wireless 
device is met by the pager receiving signals indicating the alarm module being triggered 
(Mayor: col. 4, lines 59-67 and col. 5, lines 1-6). The signals indicating no breach would 
have been obviously shown at the pager device by the pager device not indicating a 
breach when there isn't a breach detected at the alarm module. 

Regarding claim 14 , Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed sensor device wherein said breach signal includes data indicating type of 
breach and time of breach is met by the alarm module recording and transmitting the 
type of event that caused the alarm module to be triggered and the time of the event 
that is recorded (Mayor: coL 9, lines 30-67, col. 10, lines 29-67 and col. 11, lines 1-4). 
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Regarding claim 15 , Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed sensor device wherein said breach signal includes data indicating location of 
said container at the time of said breach is met by the alarm module querying GPS 
satellites to get information regarding the location of the alarm module at the time the 
alarm module was triggered and sending the location information to a remote monitoring 
system (Mayor: col. 9, lines 5-23). 

Regarding claim 16 , Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed sensor device wherein said wireless device comprises one of a palm pilot, a 
laptop and a desk top is met by the event information being downloaded by a PDA or a 
laptop computer (Mayor: col. 9, lines 58-67). 

Regarding claim 17 , Mayor discloses the following claimed limitations: 
The claimed providing a housing with an exterior monitor and an interior monitor 
is met by the alarm system with both unauthorized connect sensors and door sensors 
(column 3, lines 38-54); 

The claimed causing said interior monitor to sense between secure condition and 
breached condition within said container and to send signals in response to said 
conditions is met by the sensors monitoring the condition of the container and being 
connected to the alarm module that is activated when the condition of the container is 
sensed to be in a non-secure condition (column 3, lines 38-54 and 64-67); 
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The claimed providing a central processing unit within said housing in 
communication with said interior and exterior monitors which receives signals from said 
interior monitor indicating secure and breached conditions within said container is met 
by the alarm module being connected to the sensors that monitor the condition of the 
container and being alerted when the condition of the container is sensed to be in a 
non-secure condition (column 3, lines 38-54 and 64-67); 

The claimed providing said exterior monitor with a plurality of signaling elements 
and activating selected of said elements in response to secure signals from said central 
processing unit and activating other of said elements in response to breached signals 
from said central processing unit is met by the strobe light activation (column 4, lines 
17-42, column 3, lines 28-54 and 64-67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of invention to use multiple lights to indicate separate secure 
and non-secure conditions as it is well known to use different colored lights for alarm 
(e.g. red) and non-alarm (e.g. green) conditions; 

The claimed step of when the container is in a secured condition a first signal is 
continuously provided indicating said container is in a secured condition and when said 
container is in a breached condition a second signal is continuously sent indicating said 
container is in said breached condition is met by the sensors alerting the alarm module 
when a non-secure condition has been detected (column 3, lines 38-54 and 64-67). 

However, Mayor does not specifically disclose the claimed structure of the device 
being all contained in a singular housing, mounted through the side wall of a container 
with the indicator located on the outside of the container and the sensor located on the 



Application/Control Number: 10/634,110 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2612 

interior end of the housing inside the container and positioning said housing to extend 
through an exterior surface of said container so that said interior monitor is positioned 
within the interior of said container and said exterior monitor is positioned outside said 
container. Alton teaches a trailer container sensing system that is mounted through the 
sidewall of the container with an indicator on the outside and a sensor located on the 
interior of the housing which is on the inside of the container as shown in figures 1 and 
3 (abstract). Modifying the device of Mayor to consolidate all the components into a 
singular housing that is mounted through the sidewall of the container would reduce the 
costs of installation because only one part would need to be installed instead of 
multiple. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the device disclosed by Mayor according to the teachings 
of Alton to use the particular housing and mounting arrangements taught. 

Regarding claim 18 , the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 3 stated 

above. 

Regarding claim 19 , The claimed providing independent visual indicators for said 
exterior monitor is met by the strobe light activation (Mayor: column 4, lines 17-42, 
column 3, lines 28-54 and 64-67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to use multiple Jights to indicate separate secure and 
non-secure conditions as it is well known to use different colored lights for alarm (e.g. 
red) and non-alarm (e.g. green) conditions; 
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Regarding claim 20 , Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed method including providing satellite communication and monitoring the location 
of said container is met by the container having satellite communications and GPS 
capabilities to track the alarm module location (Mayor: col. 8, lines 62-67 and col. 9, 
lines 1-13). 

Regarding claim 21 , Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed method including providing a remote access device in communication with said 
exterior monitor which functions to record at least one of date time and location of a 
breach of said container is met by central monitoring center that is sent event records 
that record the type of event that triggered the alarm module and the time and location 
of the triggering event (Mayor: col. 8, lines 62-67, col. 9 lines 1-67, col. 10, lines 29-67 
and col. 11, lines 1-4). 

Regarding claim 22 , Mayor and Alton disclose all of the claimed limitations. The 
claimed method including providing a remote access device in communication with said 
exterior monitor and said central processing unit which functions to activate, deactivate 
and re-set said central processing unit is met by the remote FOB that is operative to 
arm/disarm the alarm module unit (Mayor: col. 13, lines 20-24). 
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(10) Response to Argument 

Appellant argues the following: 

Argument A : neither Mayor nor Alton provides a visual signal indicating that the 
system is active/operating and all is well within the container. The device of Mayor and 
Alton does not provide a signaling structure wherein one of ordinary skill in the art can 
determine if the device is on with no tampering, is off, or is in default. 

Argument B : neither Mayor nor Alton provides a physical structure with first and 
second ends wherein one end is located inside the container and the other end is 
located outside the container. 

Argument C : Mayor and Alton fail to provide both interior and exterior monitors. 

Argument D : Mayor and Alton fail to provide a central processing unit that 
receives signals indicating secured/breached conditions. 

Responses: 

Regarding argument A , a visual signal is a perceived signal by the user and one 
of ordinary skill in the art would have perceived the lack of a positive signal (the light 
being off) as an indication that the system was in a non-alarm state. 
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There is not mention in the claims for the requirement of a user being able to 
determine if the device is on with no tampering, off or is in default. The claim only 
requires a visual signal for both secured and breached status events. 

Claim 17 requires a positive indication ("a first signal is continuously provided") 
which is different than the other independent claims in that a lack of a signal would not 
meet the limitations. However, the examiner still stands behind the assertion that it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use 
multiple lights to indicate separate secure and non-secure conditions as it is well known 
to use different colored lights for alarm (e.g. red) and non-alarm (e.g. green) conditions. 

Regarding argument B , The structure of Alton clearly shows a structure with a 
housing having first and second ends wherein one end is contained in the interior of the 
container and the other end is located on the exterior of the container as seen in figure 

3. 

Regarding argument C , the claim reads "...providing a housing with an exterior 
monitor and an interior monitor... providing said exterior monitor with a plurality of 
signaling elements and activating selected of said elements in response to secure 
signals from said central processing unit and activating other of said elements in 
response to breached signals from said central processing unit;..." therefore the 
claimed term "exterior monitor" is not 'monitoring' anything as the claimed "interior 
monitor" is. Instead the exterior monitor is provided with a plurality of signaling elements 
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that react to signals from the central processing unit. The device of Mayor and Alton 
clearly meets these claimed limitations as shown above. 

Regarding argument D . the alarm module of Mayor would have been considered 
by one of ordinary skill in the art as the central processing unit because it receives the 
signals from the sensors that monitor the condition of the container and it also alerts the 
user to a non-secure condition by activating the indicator(s). The alarm module of Mayor 
functions exactly as the claimed central processing unit does and therefore would have 
been considered equivalent by one of ordinary skill in the art. 



(11) Related Proceeding(s) Appendix 

No decision rendered by a court or the Board is identified by the examiner in the 
Related Appeals and Interferences section of this examiner's answer. 



For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Travis Hunnings_ 

u- IL 

Conferees: 





IINC. 

Benjamin Lee PRIMARY EXAMINER 



